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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL ClRCyiT 
:iN AND FOR PAEM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 


IN RE: The Marriage oP 
MARK BELLISSIMb, 


FAMiLYDiyiSlONi/FL 

CASE N0..502018PR011853X5DCXNB 


Petitioner/Hushand, 


KATHERINE BELLISSIMO, 

Respondent/Wife.. 

wnrF.^S MOTION FOR AN ASSET TN.TUNCTION A ND OTHER RELIEF 

The respondent/wife, Katherine 'Beliis^mo, by aiii througli her undersigned counsel, 
hereby moves the Court to enter an: assetliyunction, and for other relief and in support thereof 
states ^ follows; 

1. The husband, Mark Bellissiirib, filedfor'divorce bn December 26,2018. 

2. This, is a marriage of oyer 30 ye^s. The p^ies have four grown childfeh; 

3. The'parties are well:known in Palm Beach County, and .across the g,lobe, for 
making Wellington, Florida the premier; worldwide, destination for equestrian activities.- It is a 
massive project encompassing; 500 acres between the horse showgrounds, the equestrian village, 
the polo club, the; Wanderers Club arid'golf course, residential properties, commercial properties, 
andiundeyeloped land. The parties haye plans to build the area’s only luxury hotel and transform 
the undevelopeddarid into .housirig arid bther valuable projects., The, business has .hundreds of 
;empioyees, its own proprietary computer systenis, an affiliated subscription publication, patents 
and trademarks, and all the other trappings, bf a first-rate, operatibn. The parties worked tpgether 
fbf decades tb iri'ake this dream cbme true. 

4. The parties are in the process of replicating their successes, in Wellirigtori at a 
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second., equestrian destination in Tryon, North Carolina. They also have a largescale 
development project in Colorado, 

5. The parties are the owners of several other businessesi most of which are related 
in oneway or another'to the equestrian industry; The parties’ interests in these businesses are 
worth millions and millions of dollars, and, froth the businesses, the husband draws a salary of 
more than $1 million annually, ais well as other income. 

6. The parties also own multiple real properties in Wellington, either directly or 
indirectly, and own additibnaThomes in South Carolina and New Hampshire. The real estate is 
worth tens of millions of dollars. 

7. There are other assets too numerous to name that the parties own. the bottom 
line is that every single asset is marital. However, all of the business assets—and all of the 
income-—are under the husband’s exclusive control. 

8. The business assets are held directly or through entities, such as limited liability 
companies, partnershipsj or corporations. The owhsrship structure; is complicated, to say the 
least. The-husband is the one who loiows how all the cbmpariies and assets interrelate. He can 
move mbney or, other assets around and shift and reduce value and engage in transactions 
without the wife eysh knowing about his actions. 

9. The wife has reason to believe the husband is doing just that; For example^ :based 
on a public records search and, information the wife or her lawyers have been able to discern, the 
husband'is restructuring the business entities in a way that appears designed to hurt or minimize 
the iharitai estate. He is also attempting to sell a piece of land—-that is marital—^which is worth 
about $3 million, and their interest in a “startup company” that is worth about $750,000. The 
wife is concerned the, husband, intends to take all the proceeds and utilize them for ,his sole 
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benefit. The wife is also concerned that the husband has or is contemplating using marital assets 
as cpllateral to take out additional debt to fund a business project, which project he will 
ostensibly claim is his hoh-marital property given the timing of the funding. 

10. Section 61.11 affords the Court with the authority to impose a temporary 
injunction and other equitable relief to stop a party from dissipating assets that are iiecessary to 
secure either support or equitable distribution. To afford relief, the Court simply needs to find 
that the husband is dissipating assets that are, or “may” be, marital property subject to division. 
Lerner v. Durri, 220 So. 3d 1202, 1203 (Fla. 4th DCA 2017). 

11. The Court should order the husband not to liquidate, transfer, alienate; encumber, 
and/or deplete any assets dr the value of any assets without the written agreement of the wife or 
order of this Court; The wife is knowledgeable about many a^spects about the family business, 
and she will AVork with her professionals to promptly agree of hot agree with any transactions 
proposed by the husband, but'he' should not be allowed to act unilaterally. Every single asset at 
issue in this case is a marital asset subject to an asset injunction. This injunction applies to all 
assets, no matterhdw titled, whether in the husband’s name or the wife’s name, individually, as 
an LLC, corporation, partnership, or otherwise. 

12. Among other things, the husband should hot be allowed to sell, marital land, take 
out idahs against iriarital property, or place business funds into his persorial account. See 
Gooding v. Gooding, 602 So. 2d 615^ 615 (Fla. 4th DCA 1992) ( Thdmas ,E. Godding 
Demolition Cdrpdratidh [is] the family business and the parties' only major asset;... In the 
iristant case, appellant [was] irreparably harmed by appellee^s ... transfers of their company’s 
funds to his own personal account [where appellaht does hot' khdw] what happened to that 
niohey.”). 
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13. Under Florida Rule of Civil of Procedure 1.610(c), such an injunction is not only 
binding on the parties but also on their agents or attorneys who are acting in concert with a party 
so long as they receive notice of the injunction. Therefore, any person that takes ^y action 
inconsistent with the injunction or that- assists the husband to violate the irijuhctibri in any way 
may be culpable. Likewise, any person who engages in such conduct even, before: the injunctipn 
is issued but with loiowledge of this motion has potential liability. 

14. This‘ motion will be further “briefed” and/of anierided. prior to a hearing on the 
matter, because the motion is being prepared on an expedited basis. 

WHEREFORE, for all the foregoing reasons, the wife respectfully requests the Court to 
grant the relief requested herein and such other relief as the Court deems appropriate. 

WE HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing was electronically filed with, the 
Florida Courts E-Filing Portal on this day of December, 2018, which will send a notice of 
electronic filing to; tomsasser@sasserlaw.com and tisservice@ sasserlaw.com. Thomas J. Sasser, 
Esq., Sasser, Cestero & Sasser, P.A., Post Office Box 2907, West Palm. Beach, Florida 33401- 
2907. 

Respectfully submitted. 


FISHER POTTER HGDAS, PL 
515 No. Flagler;Drive, Suite 800 
West Palm Beach, Floridai 33401 


Telephone: (561) 832rl005 



^ D.,Fisher 


urida Bar No. 326941 


Fax: (561)820-9375 
eservice@fphIegal.cQi 
Attorneys for Resps^^t/^ 


Benjamin T.Hodas 
Florida Bar No. 543756 


Brehdon Carrington 


Florida Bar No. 1008272 
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